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DETAILED ACTION 

This non-final rejection is in response to Applicant's request for continued examination 
which was filed on 9/30/2009. Claims 1, 3-5, 7-9, 11, and 12 are amended. Accordingly, claims 
1-12 are presented for further examination. 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 
A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.1 14, including the fee set forth in 
37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is 
eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.1 14, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) 
has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 
37 CFR 1.1 14. Applicant's submission filed on 9/30/2009 has been entered. 

Response to Arguments 
Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-12 have been considered but are moot in 
view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
Manner in which the invention was made. 
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I. Claims 1-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C §103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Mannet al, U.S Patent NO. 6.957.281 ["M4aw"], in view of Turner et al, U.S. 
Patent No. 6.907.041 ["Turner"]. 

All citations in the following claim mapping are to Mann unless otherwise noted. 
Claim 1 

As to claim 1 , Mann as modified by Turner discloses a method for collating data in a 
distributed computer network having non-synchronous compute nodes, said method comprising: 

receiving a plurality of sets of data packets from a plurality of non-synchronous 
compute nodes physically separated from each other, wherein each of said set of data packets is 
provided by one of said non-synchronous compute nodes [Figure 1 «item 2 1 0» | column 1 «lines 
45-60» I column 4 «lines 52-60» where : Mann discloses receiving packets of different sessions 
at the controller, each session representing communications with a different network node] and 
wherein each of the plurality of non-synchronous compute nodes comprises a source of data 
packets [column 1 «lines 45-48»: plurality of network nodes accessing a network resource send 
data packets]; 

inserting said data packets into a software container according to predetermined rules for 
determining a logical order for said data packets [column 3 «lines 6-9 and 41-48» | column 4 
«lines 30-5 1» | column 5 «lines 18-28» where : Mann's queue is analogous to the claimed 

software container]; 

locating common groups of said data packets within said software container according to 
said predetermined rules [column 3 «lines 41-48» where : Mann discloses grouping packets 
based on contmion session numbers]; 
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protecting said software container against incomplete groups of said data packets 
according to a grouping criteria [column 5 «lines 18-28» | column 6 «lines 39-46» where : Mann 
discloses using sequence numbers to order the packets. Sequence numbers are well known in the 
art to help determine whether there are missing packets within the sequence of packets of a 

session]; and 

outputting of said data packets in respective logical groups that represent an aggregate 
packet from at least two of the non-synchronous compute nodes after said grouping criteria has 
been met [column 3 «line 49» to column 4 «line 18» | Turner, column 5 «lines 9-26» where : 
Turner discloses merging packets based on timestamp which means that the merged packet 
contains packets from more than two of the nodes]. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to have modified Mann's 
system to include Turner's timestamp grouping fiinctionality. Mann discloses that his system 
utilizes classification criterion to classify (i.e., group) received packets. Turner discloses using a 
packet's timestamp as a classification criterion and utilizing this criterion results in an aggregate 
packet from at least two of the nodes because the system looks at a packet's timestamps and not 
session numbers. Such a modification would have improved Mann's system because it would 
allow grouping packets based on time order (i.e., merging of streams of time stamps) [Turner, 
column 5 «Iines 24-26]. 

Claims 2, 6, and 10 

Mann does disclose inserting data packets into said software container but does not 
expressly disclose performing said insertion according to individual packet time reference. In the 
same field of invention. Turner is directed towards a communications network for resequencing 
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packets using a packet time reference, aka a timestamp [column 3 «lines 31-47»]. Turner 
expressly discloses inserting said data packets into a software container according to individual 
packet time reference [column 4 «line 65 » to column 5 «line 7»]. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to incorporate 
timestamps into Mann's, insertion fimctionality. Use of timestamps enables the ability to better 
resequence packets into the correct order and to insure that they are transmitted in the correct 
order to the next destination in the network. 

As to claims 6 and 10, they merely are directed towards an apparatus and computer 
program product on a medium, that implement the steps of the method of claim 2. Therefore, 
claims 6 and 10 are rejected for at least the same reasons set forth for claim 2. 

Claims 3, 7, and 11 

Mann does disclose locating common groups of data packets within said software 
container, but does not disclose doing so based on individual packet time reference. Turner 
discloses locating common groups based on individual packet time reference [column 4 «lines 
56-59» I column 5 «lines 9-26» where : Turners merging of different groups based on their time 
stamps is analogous to the claimed fimctionality]. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to have modified Mann 
to include the fimction of grouping packets based on packet time reference. Turner discloses that 
the ability to group based on time stamps benefits a system by enabling resequencing of a 
multiplicity of packets into a sorted order [column 4 «lines 56-59» | column 5 «lines 14-1 8»]. 
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As to claims 7 and 11, they merely are directed towards an apparatus and computer 
program product on a medium, that implement the steps of the method of claim 3. Therefore, 
claims 7 and 1 1 are rejected for at least the same reasons set forth for claim 3. 

Claims 4, 8, and 12 

Mann discloses outputting logical group of said data packets in respective logical groups 
that represent time-synchronous packets from said non-synchronous compute nodes after said 
grouping criteria has been met [column 4 «lines 1-17 and 52-60» | column 5 «lines 18-28» | 
colunm 6 «lines 39-46» where : Mann discloses outputting a bundle of packets based on the 
packet's session number and sequence number within that particular session. Mann's packets are 
therefore synchronous based on their sequence and session numbers]. 

As to claims 8 and 12, they merely are directed towards an apparatus and computer 
program product on a medium, that implement the steps of the method of claim 4. Therefore, 
claims 8 and 12 are rejected for at least the same reasons set forth for claim 4. 

Claims 5 and 9 

As to claims 5 and 9, they merely are directed towards an apparatus and computer 
program product on a medium, respectively, that implement the steps of the method of claim 1 . 
Therefore, claims 5 and 9 are rejected for at least the same reasons set forth for claim 1. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to DOHM CHANKONG whose telephone number is (571)272- 
3942. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday to Friday [10 am - 6 pm]. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Thu Nguyen can be reached on (571)272-6967. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an apphcation may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/DOHM CHANKONG/ 
Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2452 



